


6.A. ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS (ADU) CODE AMENDMENT PUBLIC HEARING
Becky McCrary presented information on the policy guidance, prior Planning Commission discussions,
the zones allowed, the proposed code amendments, and public comments received as of December 5%.

Commission Discussion

Chair Finch asked why accessory dwelling units were allowed in the light industrial zones. Mr. Stevens-
Wajda responded that accessory dwelling units were currently allowed in some areas of the light
industrial zone; however, that use in that zone was limited.

Commissioner Yanasak was concerned about overly restrictive parking regulations. He commented that
there might be a suitable accessory dwelling unit property in a location more than a % mile away from a
transit station that has adequate on-street parking available. Commissioner Lark suggested removing
the parking requirement. Commissioner Adkins agreed with removing the off-street parking
requirement. Commissioner Chatters agreed. Based on her research, there was no hard data to show
that accessory dwelling units lower property values or create parking problems. Commissioner Ballard
agreed with commissioners.

Commissioner Zelinski supported the staff proposed parking requirements and didn’t support the
elimination of parking requirements. Chair Finch supported the staff proposal and commented that it
would be easier to loosen the restrictions after a test period then it would be to tighten the restrictions
due to future parking problems. Commissioner Yanasak suggested to keep the existing regulations and
amend the three requirements to read: Not located in a residential parking permit zone and the
property has frontage on a public street and there are at least two on-street parking spaces, or you are
within 1/4 or half mile of a transit stop. He added that the regulations could include a modification
process. Commissioner Zelinski suggested that the city develop a monitoring program for accessory
dwelling unit parking that could provide data on neighborhood parking impacts.

Commissioner Lark commented that the city needed a better mixture of mobility to serve the
community. Commissioner Chatters asked Ms. McCrary about the parking data presented to
commission that reported that there was approximately one additional car per every six blocks. Ms.
McCrary responded that data was from an AARP report. Mr. Stevens-Wajda stated that parking was an
important factor for the community; however, one of the biggest limiting factors for larger
developments was parking costs.

Commissioner Lark asked for clarification on fee simple ownership and condominium conversion. Ms.
McCrary responded that the condominium process was heavily regulated by state law as to what there
needed to be in place to condominium a structure on a lot. Mr. Stevens-Wajda added that under the
condominium process, there were a variety of ways to split up the ownership and the maintenance of
the lot; under fee simple subdivision, the lot would have to comply with city and state land division laws.
The code amendment would provide a significant opportunity to create new housing ownership
opportunities in Everett.
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